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Moving rapidly toward first-strike capacity

U.S. not losing arms race . ..

By KEVINJ KELLEY! "+ 7%
Guardian Correspondent :
Second of two anticles -
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+.*The majority within the U.S. rulingcirclesthat isdemandinganali-out
“rearmament program”.bascs its cas¢ on,two main'premises: Moscow iy
.now spends up to-50% more 02 war préparations than'does Washington;:
“and the USSR has attained at least “rough cquivalence™ with U.S. nu
clear migh‘- . et ',‘.. . ‘\f oy i MR v, a iy R
.+ In assessing the first.of these'claims last week (Guardian Sept.17), it
“wa$ shown that the CIA is the sole source of estimates which place the
Kremlin's defense spending at a sum far exceedingthe Pentagon’s. These
‘Computations-are unconfirmed by less biased analysts and are strongly .
challenged by independent specialistsfamiliar with ClAniethodology. It:
‘was also demonstrated that suddenly inflated figures for the Sovict de="
fense effort coincided with U.S. attempts to dispel the “Vietnam syn-..-
drome™2nd to provide a rationale for a-military‘spending spree that -
beganin 1976. - sgalipe bR g v i
Most rzputable observers, meanwhile, agree thatthe Soviet Union has -
indced besn engaged ina significant build-upoverthe pastdecade. These

At .
PP CENRCRAI £ TP I ]
: I P RO SO RN

N —riyner . % e e enie
T DR RY L B4 o S RN RO )

L niotation that the USSR wijl soon heabl

. Washington. D.C. - w'?lnlhe-lCBM

£ poor.second to the '
4 Only forthe “airleg” of the triad docs the U.S. showa distinctadvantage
- with 348 B-52s to the USSR's 140 “Bear™ and “Bison” bombers.

:1 and powerful Sqviet ICBMs are much newer than the “aging” U.S. fleet
‘1 'of Minuteman and Titan missiles. - . . el 0 o7 .
| . Other computations and categorics arcequally
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missiles (SLBMs); and piloted bombcrs—;w,gmompaméa bythe:
Sstroy most U.S. ground-

based missiles in N T o
column—invariably listed first—the much bigger Soviet |
Tockets number 1398, while the U.S. total is listed at 1054, Under the:
SLBM heading, the U.S, has 41 submarines carrying 656 missiles—a;

Soviets with their 62 submarines and 950 SLBMS?|

{heicaitos -

The reader isthus left with the implication that the U.S. lags danger-
"ously in both ground-and sea-launched missiles and manages'to outdo
the Soviets only in “old-fashioned™ subsonic bombers. Andasifthissitu-
ation weren't bad eriough, the chartsand tablesalsoexplain thatthehuge

-

ipstructive, however, !
und these arc often telegated tofootnotestatusorare interspersedamony
long, technical descriptions that arg laden with confusing acronymsand .

technocratic jargon. Bulin ordertogaina valid comparisonandanonsu- |

.| perficial understanding of U.S.-USSR nuclczg;_cppabili}ie_s:it.isync,ccs-,;'q

nongovernmental sources simultancously point out,-however, that the - -

‘Sovist initiative was launched [rom a much lowei basepointand has pro- Tl

ceaded at a pace considerably less precipitous than is depi

hawks, - - ™ Lore T R

*- But what-about the U.S.-USSR' nuclear balance? Isn’t there some
merit to the widely held assumption that it has evened out inrecent years
and has perhapseven beguntotipin favor ofthe USSR? Unlike CIA esti-
mates of Soviet defense budgets, claims of an apparent advantage for
Moscow in nuclear weaponry do scem verifiable. :

*:\When the C1A says that the Sovietsare allocating

Sovietsare allgcating $165 billionayearto.
their mililary machine; skeptics are generally able to disputeonly theas

geacy’s formulas, not its data buse, since published USSR dcfense -+

budyets are universally acknowledged to be gross underrcpresentations’

of actual outluys. Forthe Sovict nuclcararsenal, nocomparable problem
exists. During 10 years of negotiations over thetwo strategicarms limita-
tion treaties (SALT 1 und 2); bothsides gave:what must be assumed are’.
accurate tabulations of their respectivé weapons'systems.: . : +i :
“. This cataloging—rcadily verifiable by sophsiticated reconnaisance-— . .
is interpreted by many U.S. politicians, media commentators and right---
wing academics as indicating “a clear and present danger™ of Soyict nu-

SvE

cJear superiority. Sobroad and firmlycstalished is thisconsensus thatitis ¥4

‘ot really challenged even by sqme advocates of arms control. Many
forces fuvoring ratification of SALT 2, including the Carter administra-
tion, often argucd that the ostensibl¢ Soviet nuclear momentum could -
‘best be checked by accepting “the best possible ngreement, T3y o, s

_Further to the right, in the think tanks inhabited by the professional | ;

gpililgﬁsli_and‘ hard-]jnc neoconservatives, the comparison of atomijc
armaments and delivery systems ispresented aspropfofimminent Soviet
agressionand subsequent victoty. When the S’.QVie.t'i'gi\_l'agiqn_ of Afghani-

stan ig added to the brew, the superhawks go completely hysterical. .-
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MEDIA HYSTERIA® | - i imy

: I S St AN s T
~-The corporate press has outdone itself in tilting public perception to-

. ward theview of Soviet superidrity; A weekdoes notpasswithout theap-}
_pearance.in-some mass-circulation, ‘“prestige™publication’of " table]
showing the Soviet lead in missile sizesand numbers. Thisala rmingcon-
trast in thesuperpowers'strategic nuclear triad—ground-faunched inter-

continental ballistic missiles (ICBMs); gubrhafinc-launchcd ballistic
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“weapons. In fiye years,

“threatenthe US. - -~ - . A

;| pinpoint MIRVs and mancuvérable

sary to review these additional statistics. ; Lo X
Perhaps the most telling is the fact (hat the U.S. now has 10,000 strate=
.gic nuclear warheads (capable of hitting the USSR) déployed initstriad,
‘while the Soviet:Union possesses about 6000 of these strategic atomic”
veapons. In fiyey beforethe U.S: hasmadgits Missite-Experiment-
K1’ (MX) and Trident-2 systems {ully opgrational, its arsenal wili totil
*14,000 strategic warheads. Not included in any’of-these tallies are the:

- 122,000 tactical nuclcar weaponsdeployed by the U.S.in Western Europg,’

imany of which can reach targets in the Sovict Union west of the Ural,
.Mountains. By definition, none of the USSR's mctical nukes can,
- Thealmost 2-1 differential in strajegic nuclear.warheads resulis from!
‘the U.S.lead in multiple individually-targeted réentry vehicles(M1 RVs).:
iBecause of this technology, which the U.S. developed five years hefore
Jhe USSR, nearlyall U.S, SLBMs, most 1CBMs and the B-52s carry
_multiple warheads.- Duc to MIRYSs, a single-U.S.'submarine currics.
atomiéweapons which can hit 160 different targetsin the USSR. i
. When ussessing relative nuclear strength, it isalso important to gauge:
thesignificance’ assigned to each legofthetrind, With thedgvelopment of:
A recntry vehicles (MAR Vs) by both:
sides, the ground-based missiles of the U.S.-wnd the Soviet Union are.
becoming increasingly vulnerabletoa preemptive first-strike. Only 21%
of the 10,000 strategic nuctear wa theads in the U.S.arsenalareaffixedto

.| these endangered 1CBMs.: Almost four-fifths —79%—of thy Sovicts’

6000 strategic pukes are mounted atop their ground-based missiles. - .
More than half the U.S. strategic atomic arsenal — 45%—isassigned 1o,
jsubmarines, compared to 219 of the Sovict stockpile which is so de-
ployed. Submarine-bascd missiles arc described by no less an authority
than Defense Secretary Harold Brown as™“cssentially invulnerable” to
any preemptive strike. One-quarter of U.S:strategicnuclear weapgnsare
loaded on the 349 B-52s whicharealsoequipped with special missiles that
can hit targets more than 100 miles from the bombei’s line of flight. The
. Soviet Unionplaces only g yery few atomic weapons on its bombers. ..
s s*Readiness foFagtual use mustalso beconsidéredinanyexamination of
_the triads. The U.S. nuclear force is’constantly on the verge'of being de-
_ployed, with 48% ofits strategic warheads (4650 bombs) on “alert"status.
Only 3% of the USSR'sarscnal (160 warheads)is ready to goatany given
time. In the event of any surprisc attack, itisthercfore the U.S.whichwill
be able to move very rapidly from “normal” conditions to full wartime,
footing. “ .. ¢ : FATIEIC IR SRR T 3:'§as§e§a§ R e Tk
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